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establishing a precedent for any future
request for revision to any SIP. Each
request for revision to the SIP shall be
considered separately in light of specific
technical, economic, and environmental
factors, and in relation to relevant
statutory and regulatory requirements.

Under the Regulatory Flexibility Act,
5. U.S.C. § 600 et seq., the EPA must
prepare a regulatory flexibility analysis
assessing the impact of any proposed or
final rule on small entities (5 U.S.C. 603
and 604). Alternatively, the EPA may
certify that the rule will not have a
significant impact on a substantial
number of small entities. Small entities
include small businesses, small not-for-
profit enterprises, and government
entities with jurisdiction over
populations of less than 50,000.

SIP approvals under section 110 and
subchapter I, Part D of the CAA do not
create any new requirements, but
simply approve requirements that the
state is already imposing. Therefore,
because the Federal SIP approval does
not impose any new requirements, the
EPA certifies that it does not have a
significant impact on any small entities
affected. Moreover, due to the nature of
the Federal-state relationship under the
CAA, preparation of a regulatory
flexibility analysis would constitute
Federal inquiry into the economic
reasonableness of state action. The CAA
forbids the EPA to base its actions
concerning SIPs on such grounds
(Union Electric Co. v. U.S. E.P.A., 427
U.S. 246, 256–66 (S.Ct. 1976); 42 U.S.C.
7410(a)(2)).

The EPA’s disapproval of the state
request under section 110 and
subchapter I, Part D of the CAA does not
affect any existing requirements
applicable to small entities. Any
preexisting Federal requirements remain
in place after this disapproval. Federal
disapproval of the state submittal does
not affect its state enforceability.
Moreover, the EPA’s disapproval of the
submittal does not impose any new
Federal requirements. Therefore, the
EPA certifies that this disapproval
action does not have a significant
impact on a substantial number of small
entities because it does not remove
existing requirements or impose any
new Federal requirement.

Conditional approvals of SIP
submittals under section 110 and
subchapter I, Part D of the CAA do not
create any new requirements, but
simply approve requirements that the
state is already imposing.

If the conditional approval is
converted to a disapproval under
section 110(k), based on the state’s
failure to meet the commitment, it will
not affect any existing state

requirements applicable to small
entities. Federal disapproval of the state
submittal does not affect its state
enforceability. Moreover, the EPA’s
disapproval of the submittal does not
impose a new Federal requirement.
Therefore, the EPA certifies that this
disapproval action does not have a
significant impact on a substantial
number of small entities, because it does
not remove existing state requirements
or substitute a new Federal requirement.

This action has been classified as a
Table 3 action for signature by the
Regional Administrator under the
procedures published in the Federal
Register on January 19, 1989 (54 FR
2214–2225), as revised by a July 10,
1995, memorandum from Mary Nichols,
Assistant Administrator for Air and
Radiation. The Office of Management
and Budget has exempted this
regulatory action from E.O. 12866
review.

Unfunded Mandates
Under sections 202, 203, and 205 of

the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of
1995 (‘‘Unfunded Mandates Act’’),
signed into law on March 22, 1995, the
EPA must undertake various actions in
association with proposed or final rules
that include a Federal mandate that may
result in estimated costs of $100 million
or more to the private sector, or to state,
local, or tribal governments in the
aggregate.

Through submission of the SIP
revision which has been proposed for
limited approval in this action, the state
has elected to adopt portions of the
program provided for under section
182(b) of the CAA. The rules and
commitments proposed for limited and
conditional approval in this action may
bind state and local governments to
perform certain actions and also require
the private sector to perform certain
duties. The proposed action would have
no impact on tribal governments as
regulators. To the extent that the rules
and commitments being given limited
approval by this action will impose or
lead to the imposition of any mandate
upon the state, local, or tribal
governments, either as the owner or
operator of a source or as a regulator, or
would impose or lead to the imposition
of any mandate upon the private sector,
the EPA’s action will impose no new
requirements; such sources are already
subject to these requirements under
state law.

The EPA has also determined that the
proposed limited disapproval would not
impose any mandate on the private
sector. Existing rules previously
approved by the EPA remain in effect
and would not be impacted by the

limited disapproval. With respect to the
impact on state and local governments,
the state may choose, but is not
required, to respond to a limited
disapproval by revising and
resubmitting the plan. In any event, the
EPA estimates that the cost to state and
local government of revising the plan
would be less than $100 million in the
aggregate.

Therefore, the EPA has determined
that this proposed action does not
include a mandate that may result in
estimated costs of $100 million or more
to state, local, or tribal governments in
the aggregate or to the private sector.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Carbon monoxide,
Hydrocarbons, Intergovernmental
relations, Ozone, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements, Volatile
organic compounds.

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401–7671q.
Dated: March 7, 1996.

Dennis Grams,
Regional Administrator.
[FR Doc. 96–6236 Filed 3–15–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P
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47 CFR Part 73

[MM Docket No. 96–36; RM–8766]

Radio Broadcasting Services; Franklin,
LA

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The Commission requests
comments on a petition by South
Louisiana Broadcasters requesting the
allotment of Channel 295C3 to Franklin,
Louisiana, as the community’s second
local FM service. Channel 295C3 can be
allotted to Franklin in compliance with
the Commission’s minimum distance
separation requirements without the
imposition of a site restriction. The
coordinates for Channel 295C3 at
Franklin are 29–47–42 and 91–30–12.
DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before May 2, 1996, and reply comments
on or before May 17, 1996.
ADDRESSES: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, DC 20554. In
addition to filing comments with the
FCC, interested parties should serve the
petitioner, or its counsel or consultant,
as follows: J. Boyd Ingram, President,
South Louisiana Broadcasters, P.O. Box
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73, Batesville, Mississippi 38606
(Petitioner).
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Pam
Blumenthal, Mass Media Bureau, (202)
418–2180.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
synopsis of the Commission’s Notice of
Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No.
96–36, adopted February 26, 1996, and
released March 11, 1996. The full text
of this Commission decision is available
for inspection and copying during
normal business hours in the FCC’s
Reference Center (Room 239), 1919 M
Street, NW., Washington, DC. The
complete text of this decision may also
be purchased from the Commission’s
copy contractor, ITS, Inc., (202) 857–
3800, 2100 M Street, NW., Suite 140,
Washington, DC 20037.

Provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of 1980 do not apply to
this proceeding.

Members of the public should note
that from the time a Notice of Proposed
Rule Making is issued until the matter
is no longer subject to Commission
consideration or court review, all ex
parte contacts are prohibited in
Commission proceedings, such as this
one, which involve channel allotments.
See 47 CFR 1.1204(b) for rules
governing permissible ex parte contacts.

For information regarding proper
filing procedures for comments, see 47
CFR 1.415 and 1.420.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73

Radio broadcasting.
Federal Communications Commission.
John A. Karousos,
Chief, Allocations Branch, Policy and Rules
Division, Mass Media Bureau.
[FR Doc. 96–6310 Filed 3–15–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712–01–F

47 CFR Part 73

[MM Docket No. 96–38; RM–8759]

Radio Broadcasting Services; Delta,
CO

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This document requests
comments on a petition for rule making
filed on behalf of Blink
Communications, Inc., seeking the
allotment of Channel 277C2 to Delta,
Colorado, as that community’s second
local FM service. Coordinates used for
this proposal are 38–44–24 and 108–04–
00.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before May 2, 1996, and reply comments
on or before May 17, 1996.
ADDRESSES: Secretary, Federal
Communications Commission,
Washington, DC 20554. In addition to
filing comments with the FCC,
interested parties should serve the
petitioner’s counsel, as follows: Gary S.
Smithwick and Shaun A. Maher, Esqs.,
Smithwick & Belendiuk, P.C., 1990 M
Street, NW., Suite 510, Washington, DC
20036.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Nancy Joyner, Mass Media Bureau, (202)
418–2180.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
synopsis of the Commission’s Notice of
Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No.
96–38, adopted February 26, 1996, and
released March 11, 1996. The full text
of this Commission decision is available
for inspection and copying during
normal business hours in the FCC’s
Reference Center (Room 239), 1919 M
Street, NW., Washington, DC. The
complete text of this decision may also
be purchased from the Commission’s
copy contractors, International
Transcription Service, Inc., (202) 857–
3800, 2100 M Street, NW., Suite 140,
Washington, DC 20037.

Provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of l980 do not apply to
this proceeding.

Members of the public should note
that from the time a Notice of Proposed
Rule Making is issued until the matter
is no longer subject to Commission
consideration or court review, all ex
parte contacts are prohibited in
Commission proceedings, such as this
one, which involve channel allotments.
See 47 CFR 1.1204(b) for rules
governing permissible ex parte contacts.

For information regarding proper
filing procedures for comments, See 47
CFR 1.415 and 1.420.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Radio broadcasting.

Federal Communications Commission.
John A. Karousos,
Chief, Allocations Branch, Policy and Rules
Division, Mass Media Bureau.
[FR Doc. 96–6309 Filed 3–15–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712–01–F

47 CFR Part 73

[MM Docket No. 96–37; RM–8765]

Radio Broadcasting Services; Sylvan
Beach, NY

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The Commission requests
comments on a petition filed by Michael
S. Celenza seeking the allotment of
Channel 262A to Sylvan Beach, New
York, as the community’s first local
aural service. Channel 262A can be
allotted to the community without the
imposition of a site restriction, at
coordinates 43–11–47 North Latitude;
75–43–51 West Longitude. Canadian
concurrence is required since Sylvan
Beach is located within 320 kilometers
(200 miles) of the U.S.-Canadian border.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before May 2, 1996, and reply comments
on or before May 17, 1996.

ADDRESSES: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, DC 20554. In
addition to filing comments with the
FCC, interested parties should serve the
petitioner, or its counsel or consultant,
as follows: James K. Edmundson, Esq.,
Gardner, Carton & Douglas, 1301 K
Street, NW., Suite 900, East Tower,
Washington, DC 20005 (Counsel to
petitioner).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Leslie K. Shapiro, Mass Media Bureau,
(202) 418–2180.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
synopsis of the Commission’s Notice of
Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No.
96–37, adopted February 26, 1996, and
released March 11, 1996. The full text
of this Commission decision is available
for inspection and copying during
normal business hours in the FCC
Reference Center (Room 239), 1919 M
Street, NW., Washington, DC. The
complete text of this decision may also
be purchased from the Commission’s
copy contractor, International
Transcription Services, Inc., (202) 857–
3800, 2100 M Street, NW., Suite 140,
Washington, DC 20037.

Provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of 1980 do not apply to
this proceeding.

Members of the public should note
that from the time a Notice of Proposed
Rule Making is issued until the matter
is no longer subject to Commission
consideration or court review, all ex
parte contacts are prohibited in
Commission proceedings, such as this
one, which involve channel allotments.
See 47 CFR 1.1204(b) for rules
governing permissible ex parte contacts.

For information regarding proper
filing procedures for comments, see 47
CFR 1.415 and 1.420.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73

Radio broadcasting.
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